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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

1 . The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: The 
disclosure includes some misspelling and typo such as on Page 6, line 4, the disclosure 
recites "II 0," which should be 1 10; on page 6, line 10, " each label has general areal 
dimensions," which is unclear as to what is "areal;" on Page 12, line 21 , "oflabel51 0;" 
on Page 16, lines 9 and 10, "F or;" on Page 16, line 20, "steps, shown;" on Page 5, line 
5, "~o;" on Page 19, line 2, "with . pressure;" on Page 19, line 21, "steps, In;" on Page 
19, line 23, "material80S." 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 7, 8, 12, 25, and 47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, 
as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 7 recites the limitation "said release" in line 4. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Regarding claim 7, it is unclear what is meant by "said release." For the purpose 
of examination, "release liner" will be assumed. 

Claim 12 recites the limitation "said second portion" in line 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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Claim 12 recites the limitation "said first portion" in line 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 25 recites the limitation "said parts" in line 1 . There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 47 recites the limitation "said parts" in line 1 . There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

5. Claims 1 , 4-8, 39-42, 48, and 49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Holden-Banks (GB 2,31 1,273). 

Regarding claims 1 and 39, Holden-Banks discloses a method of forming a wrap 
around label. The label includes two portions (Figures 2, 5, 1 1, and 12) with a 
combined length that is greater than the circumference of the container, coating the 
adhesive to the contact surface of the label to the container, wherein the adhesive is 
considered to be pressure sensitive adhesive, printing ink onto the underside adhesive 
face, and printing the opposite face of the label without the adhesive coating. (Page 4, 
lines 1-15 and Page 12, lines 1-27) 
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Regarding claim 4, Holden-Banks discloses a label with a first edge having 
different length than the second edge and they are at an oblique angle relative to each 
other. (Page 17, line 28 to Page 18, line 23 and Figures 10-12) 

Regarding claims 6 and 41, Holden-Banks discloses printing a coating over the 
printed matter to form a thin film of release agent, which is considered to be a protective 
material. (Page 12, lines 21-23) 

Regarding claims 7 and 8, Holden-Banks discloses applying the adhesive to a 
backing sheet with release coating, die cutting, trimming the waste from the labels, and 
winding up the labels on a bobbins, i.e. roll. (Page 12, lines 11-26) 

Regarding claims 5, 40, and 42, Holden-Banks discloses applying a coating of 
release material such as Emiflex to the adhesive to deadening an adhesive region to 
form a releasable adhesive to allow delamination of the label material and prevent 
permanent bonding. (Page 6, lines 17-32 and Page 8, lines 6-15) 

Regarding claims 48 and 49, Holden-Banks discloses the label includes semi- 
cuts or perforations to allow separation of the part of the label from the other part of the 
label. (Page 4, lines 3-11) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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7. Claims 2 and 43-46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Holden-Banks (GB 2,31 1 ,273) as applied to claims 1 and 39 above, and further in 
view of Kaufmann (U.S. 5,264,265). 

Regarding claims 2, 43, 45, and 46, Holden-Banks as disclosed above is silent 
as to the label includes a tab and a recessed edge to facilitating detaching and 
reattaching the label. However, providing a tab and a recessed edge on a multilayer 
label is well known and conventional as shown for example by Kaufmann. Kaufmann 
discloses a method of forming a peel-back re-sealable multiply label. The label includes 
a tab and a recess edge on the bottom label to allow reattaching the label. (Col 2, lines 
40-52 and Figure 1 ) 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was 
made to provide a tab and a recessed edge as disclosed by Kaufmann in the method of 
Holden-Banks to provide a simple and easy means for detaching and reattaching the 
label. 

Regarding claim 44, Holden-Banks discloses applying the release coating to the 
adhesive to a strip of adhesive to deaden the adhesive to form a liftable tab, (Page 5, 
line 28 to Page 6, line 2) but is silent as to completely deaden the adhesive at the tab. 
However, Kaufmann discloses the lift tab has no tacky adhesive on the underside (Col 
2, lines 48-50) and one in the art reading Holden-Banks and Kaufmann would 
appreciate wherein there is adhesive on the underside of the lift tab to logically 
completely deaden the adhesive to allow easy lifting of the tab into a grabble position. 
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It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was 
made to logically completely deaden the adhesive on the underside of the liftable tab in 
the method of Holden-Banks to allow easy lifting of the tab into a grabble position. 

8. Claims 3 and 50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Holden-Banks (GB 2,31 1,273) as applied to claims 1 and 49 above, and further in view 
of Key (U.S. 6,385,878). 

Holden-Banks as disclosed above does not disclose the label includes means for 
evidencing potential tampering. However, providing label with means for evidencing 
potential tampering is well known and conventional as shown for example by Key. Key 
discloses a rotatable label with tamper-evident feature. The label includes horizontal 
perforation, which divides the sheet into tamper-evident portion and label portion. (Col 

9, lines 4-18) 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was 
made to provide a means for tamper-evident portion and label portion as disclosed by 
Key in the method of Holden-Banks to allow the label to show tampering easily and 
allow the consumer to easily avoid any contaminated products. 
9. Claim 47 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Holden- 
Banks (GB 2,31 1,273) in view of Kaufmann (U.S. 5,264,265) as applied to claim 46 
above, and further in view of Key (U.S. 6,385,878). 

Holden-Banks as disclosed above does not disclose the label includes means for 
evidencing potential tampering. However, providing label with means for evidencing 
potential tampering is well known and conventional as shown for example by Key. Key 
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discloses a rotatable label with tamper-evident feature. The label includes horizontal 
perforation, which divides the sheet into tamper-evident portion and label portion. (Col 

9. lines 4-18) 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was 
made to provide a means for tamper-evident portion and label portion as disclosed by 
Key in the method of Holden-Banks to allow the label to show tampering easily and 
allow the consumer to easily avoid any contaminated products. 

10. Claim 51 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Holden- 
Banks (GB 2,31 1 ,273) in view of Key (U.S. 6,385,878) as applied to claim 50 above, 
and further in view of Kaufmann (U.S. 5,264,265). 

Holden-Banks as disclosed above is silent as to the label includes a recessed 
edge to facilitating detaching and reattaching the label. However, providing a recessed 
edge on a multilayer label is well known and conventional as shown for example by 
Kaufmann. Kaufmann discloses a method of forming a peel-back re-sealable multiply 
label. The label includes a recess edge on the bottom label to allow easy lifting and 
grasping for detaching and reattaching the label. (Col 2, lines 40-52 and Figure 1 ) 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was 
made to provide a tab and a recessed edge as disclosed by Kaufmann in the method of 
Holden-Banks to provide a simple and easy means for detaching and reattaching the 
label. 

1 1 . Claims 9-1 1 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Holden-Banks (GB 2,31 1 ,273) in view of Sakashita (U.S. 5,720,499). 
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Regarding claim 9, Holden-Banks discloses a method of forming a wrap around 
label. The label includes two portions (Figures 2, 5, 1 1 , and 12) with a combined length 
that is greater than the circumference of the container, coating the adhesive to the 
contact surface of the label to the container, wherein the adhesive is considered to be 
pressure sensitive adhesive, printing ink onto the underside adhesive face, and applying 
a backing sheet with release agent to the printed and coated adhesive coating. (Page 
4, lines 1-15, Page 9, lines 1-2, and Page 12, lines 1-27) Holden-Banks is silent as to 
the label material includes a release backing coving the adhesive and peeling the 
release backing to prior to applying the printing to the adhesive. Providing a release 
backing sheet covering the adhesive and peeling the backing prior to printing ink onto 
the adhesive is well known and conventional as shown for example by Sakashita. 
Sakashita discloses a method of print on an adhesive label. The method includes 
providing a release sheet covering the adhesive on the label, peeling the release sheet 
from the adhesive area to be printed, printing ink to the adhesive of the area with the 
release sheet has been removed. (Col 4, lines 43-64) 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was 
made to provide a release backing sheet covering the adhesive on the label, peeling the 
release sheet prior to printing ink onto the adhesive layer, and reapplying the release 
sheet after printing to allow easier handling of the label material as disclosed by 
Sakashita in the method of Holden-Banks to allow the blank label substrate with release 
sheet to be pre-make, which allow easy handling through the printing and coating 
process without damaging the adhesive or reducing the adhesion of the adhesive. 
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Regarding claim 10, Holden-Banks discloses applying a coating of release 
material such as Emiflex to the adhesive to deadening an adhesive region to form a 
releasable adhesive to allow delamination of the label material and prevent permanent 
bonding. (Page 6, lines 17-32 and Page 8, lines 6-15) 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Holden-Banks discloses printing a coating over the printed 
matter to form a thin film of release agent, which is considered to be a protective 
material. (Page 12, lines 21-23) 

Regarding claim 14, Holden-Banks discloses a label with a first edge having 
different length than the second edge and they are at an oblique angle relative to each 
other. (Page 17, line 28 to Page 18, line 23 and Figures 10-12) 
12. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Holden- 
Banks (GB 2,31 1 ,273) in view of Sakashita (U.S. 5,720,499) as applied to claim 9 
above, and further in view of Kaufmann (U.S. 5,264,265). 

Holden-Banks as disclosed above is silent as to the label includes a tab and a 
recessed edge to facilitating detaching and reattaching the label. However, providing a 
tab and a recessed edge on a multilayer label is well known and conventional as shown 
for example by Kaufmann. Kaufmann discloses a method of forming a peel-back re- 
sealable multiply label. The label includes a tab and a recess edge on the bottom label 
to allow reattaching the label. (Col 2, lines 40-52 and Figure 1) 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was 
made to provide a tab and a recessed edge as disclosed by Kaufmann in the method of 
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Holden-Banks to provide a simple and easy means for detaching and reattaching the 
label. 

13. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Holden- 
Banks (GB 2,31 1 ,273) in view of Sakashita (U.S. 5,720,499) as applied to claim 9 
above, and further in view of Key (U.S. 6,385,878). 

Holden-Banks as disclosed above does not disclose the label includes means for 
evidencing potential tampering. However, providing label with means for evidencing 
potential tampering is well known and conventional as shown for example by Key. Key 
discloses a rotatable label with tamper-evident feature. The label includes horizontal 
perforation, which divides the sheet into tamper-evident portion and label portion. (Col 
9, lines 4-18) 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was 
made to provide a means for tamper-evident portion and label portion as disclosed by 
Key in the method of Holden-Banks to allow the label to show tampering easily and 
allow the consumer to easily avoid any contaminated products. 

14. Claims 1 5-22, 24, 26-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Holden-Banks (GB 2,31 1 ,273) in view of Kaufmann (U.S. 5,264,265). 

Regarding claims 15, 16, 24, and 26, Holden-Banks discloses a method of 
forming a wrap around label. The label includes two portions (Figures 2, 5, 1 1 , and 12) 
with a combined length that is greater than the circumference of the container and the 
width of the label, coating the adhesive to the contact surface of the label to the 
container, wherein the adhesive is considered to be pressure sensitive adhesive, 
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printing ink onto the underside adhesive face, and printing the opposite face of the label 
without the adhesive coating. (Page 4, lines 1-15 and Page 12, lines 1-27) Holden- 
Banks is silent as to the label includes a protruding tab and a recessed edge to 
facilitating detaching and reattaching the label. However, providing a protruding tab and 
a recessed edge on a multilayer label is well known and conventional as shown for 
example by Kaufmann. Kaufmann discloses a method of forming a peel-back re- 
sealable multiply label. The label includes a tab and a recess edge on the bottom label 
to allow reattaching the label. (Col 2, lines 40-52 and Figure 1) 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was 
made to provide a tab and a recessed edge as disclosed by Kaufmann in the method of 
Holden-Banks to provide a simple and easy means for detaching and reattaching the 
label. 

Regarding claims 17, 19, 27, and 29, Holden-Banks discloses applying a coating 
of release material such as Emiflex to the adhesive to deadening an adhesive region to 
form a releasable adhesive to allow delamination of the label material and prevent 
permanent bonding. (Page 6, lines 17-32 and Page 8, lines 6-15) 

Regarding claims 18 and 28, Holden-Banks discloses printing a coating over the 
printed matter to form a thin film of release agent, which is considered to be a protective 
material. (Page 12, lines 21-23) 

Regarding claim 20, Holden-Banks discloses applying the release coating to the 
adhesive to a strip of adhesive to deaden the adhesive to form a liftable tab, (Page 5, 
line 28 to Page 6, line 2) but is silent as to completely deaden the adhesive at the tab. 
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However, Kaufmann discloses the lift tab has no tacky adhesive on the underside (Col 
2, lines 48-50) and one in the art reading Holden-Banks and Kaufmann would 
appreciate wherein there is adhesive on the underside of the lift tab to logically 
completely deaden the adhesive to allow easy lifting of the tab into a grabble position. 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was 
made to logically completely deaden the adhesive on the underside of the liftable tab in 
the method of Holden-Banks to allow easy lifting of the tab into a grabble position. 

Regarding claims 21 , 22, 30, and 31 , Holden-Banks discloses the label includes 
semi-cuts or perforations to allow separation of the part of the label from the other part 
of the label. (Page 4, lines 3-11) 

15. Claims 23, 25, and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Holden-Banks (GB 2,311,273) in view of Kaufmann (U.S. 5,264,265) 
as applied to claims 15 and 26 above, and further in view of Key (U.S. 6,385,878). 

Holden-Banks as disclosed above does not disclose the label includes means for 
evidencing potential tampering. However, providing label with means for evidencing 
potential tampering is well known and conventional as shown for example by Key. Key 
discloses a rotatable label with tamper-evident feature. The label includes horizontal 
perforation, which divides the sheet into tamper-evident portion and label portion. (Col 
9, lines 4-18) 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was 
made to provide a means for tamper-evident portion and label portion as disclosed by 
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Key in the method of Holden-Banks to allow the label to show tampering easily and 
allow the consumer to easily avoid any contaminated products. 
16. Claims 33-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Holden-Banks (GB 2,31 1 ,273) in view of Key (U.S. 6,385,878). 

Regarding claim 33, Holden-Banks discloses a method of forming a wrap around 
label. The label includes two portions (Figures 2, 5, 1 1, and 12) with a combined length 
that is greater than the circumference of the container, coating the adhesive to the 
contact surface of the label to the container, wherein the adhesive is considered to be 
pressure sensitive adhesive, printing ink onto the underside adhesive face, and printing 
the opposite face of the label without the adhesive coating. (Page 4, lines 1-15 and 
Page 12, lines 1-27) Holden-Banks does not disclose the label includes means for 
evidencing potential tampering. However, providing label with means for evidencing 
potential tampering is well known and conventional as shown for example by Key. Key 
discloses a rotatable label with tamper-evident feature. The label includes horizontal 
perforation, which divides the sheet into tamper-evident portion and label portion. (Col 
9, lines 4-18) 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was 
made to provide a means for tamper-evident portion and label portion as disclosed by 
Key in the method of Holden-Banks to allow the label to show tampering easily and 
allow the consumer to easily avoid any contaminated products. 

Regarding claims 34 and 36, Holden-Banks discloses applying a coating of 
release material such as Emiflex to the adhesive to deadening an adhesive region to 
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form a releasable adhesive to allow delamination of the label material and prevent 
permanent bonding. (Page 6, lines 17-32 and Page 8, lines 6-15) 

Regarding claim 35, Holden-Banks discloses printing a coating over the printed 
matter to form a thin film of release agent, which is considered to be a protective 
material. (Page 12, lines 21-23) 

Regarding claims 37 and 38, Holden-Banks discloses the label includes semi- 
cuts or perforations to allow separation of the part of the label from the other part of the 
label. (Page 4, lines 3-11) 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sing P Chan whose telephone number is 571-272-1225. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:30AM-1 1 :1 5AM and 
12:15PM-4:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard D Crispino can be reached on 571-272-1226. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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